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PROTESTANT ‘S MEMORANDUM

The Applicant in this case acquired the property in

question in 1952. Since that time he and his family have been

using the property as their residence as well as a contractor's

storage facility. The applicant has run his own business as a

masonry contractor for many Years. He stores equipment and

left over materials on nis residence property. AcCcesS to his

site is over a private road which he owns in fee simple subject

to an easement for the use of others entitled thereto. In

recent years much of the stored equipment and materials has

been located in the unpaved portion of this road and along the

property line of the Protestant, Carl Snell.

At the hearing on this matter, no evidence was

presented by the Applicant as to the present or past zoning of

the property of the Applicant or of the Regulations which

govern the use of the property. Applicant 1is seeking

confirmation of a non-conforming use for the property 1n order

to allow the Applicant to continue to use the property as a

residential =zone. The Zoning

contractor's storage yard in a
effective on

mu;:n:TGhm+ Regulations of Baltimore County which became
A WILLIAMS, . . .
:nawn«rn January 2, 1945 ("1945 Regulations ) provide for four (4)

running zlong the property line of 613 Weir Lane, adjacent to
the property owned by Susan Adanms, both located in Baltimore
County, Maryland, and labeled as wException Area" on
Appellant’s Exhibit Nos. 1 and 2.

b. The Appellant and Protestants agree the dividing
line between the properties owned by the Appellant, Michael
H. Weir, Sr. and wife, known as 611 Weir Lane, Baltimore
County, Maryland and the Protestant, Carl D. Snell, known aé
1709 Cape May Road, shall be that line as established by
Scott Dallas, Registered Land Surveyor, as staked on February
4, 1992.

c. That the Findings and Recommendations made by J.
James Dieter, Director of the Department of Environmental
Protection and Resource Management dated April 30, 1991 shall
be incorporated into this Stipulation As to Facts and Order
and shall be binding on the property.

d. The Appellants, within six months from February 4,
1992, shall erect a privacy fence to screen the areas to be
used for the storage of equipment, materials and supplies and
to prevent disturbance of the existing trees, all as
recommended by the Department of Environmental Protection and
Resource Management, Exhibit Nos. 8A and 8B, and designated
as the "Exception Area" on Appellant’s Exhibit Nos. 1 and 2.

e. The Appellants, within sixty (60) days from February

4, 1992, shall cause the area designated as the "Exception

Area"” on Appellant’s Exhibit No. 1, be cleaned and all debris

residential zones one (1) commercial zone and two (2)

industrial zones. Section XIII(A) of the 1945 Regulations

allows a contractor’'s storage yard only by special exception in

any residential zone. In the instant case there is no evidence

that the Applicant ever obtained any zoning authority approval

for his use of the property as a contractor's storage yard.

Accordingly, when the property began to be used in that way, it

constituted an illegal use and cannot now be made

non-conforming since that wuse was not legal at the time it

began nor predated the 1945 Regulations which governed at that

time.
Under these circumstances the relief requested by the
Applicant should be denied and the use as a contractor’'s
P/‘-'
storage yard should be discontinued. ('
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Dk
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this X' ~7 day of May, 1991, a copy

of the aforegoing Protestant's Memorandum was mailed postage

prepaid to Mary Gephart, Esquire, 809 Eastern Boulevard,

Baltimore, Maryland 21221.
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which is not equipment, material and supplies used in the

operation of Appellant’s masonry contracting business,

removed.

f. There shall be no additional intensification of the

nonconforming use area other then what is presently in

existence and established by witnesses testifying at the

hearing.

No other parties having appeared before the Board of

Appeals raising objections to the proposed stipulation and

agreement,

DAY OF

IT IS THEREFORE THIS

1992, By the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County;

ORDERED, the area consisting of a 10’ x 200’ strip

located in the front of 611 and 613 Weir Lane and a 10’ x 80’

strip to the rear of 613 Weir Lane, adjacent to the property

owned by Susan Adams, both located in Baltimore County,

Maryland, and labeled as "Exception Area" on Appellant’s

Exhibit Nos. 1 and 2, are hereby granted nonconforming use

status pursuant to Section 104 -~ Nonconforming Uses,

Baltimore County Zoning Regulations; and it is further
ORDERED, there shall be no additional intensification of

the nonconforming use areas other then what is presently in

existence on said properties and established by witnesses

testifying at the hearing; and it is further

ORDERED, that tihe provisions contained in the aforegoing
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613 Weir Lane, Baltimore County, Maryland.

their

fage,
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1 H. Weir, Sr., et ux,
1 B. Weir, Jr., et ux, *

Appeilants *

BEFORE THE

Case Nos.
and 91-350-SPH

STIPULATION AS TO FACTS AND ORDER

OF

attorney, Mary E.

behalf of the

Southwick, Michael H. Weir, Jr.

Gephardt.
Appellants

Mark Weir,

Robert Haines, Zoning Commissioner for Baltimore

County, denying approval of a nonconforming residential and

are companion cases and were heard simultaneously.

The Appellants appeared before the Board represented by

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

BALTIMORE COUNTY

91-349-SPH

These cases having come before the Board of Appeals on

1992, from an order dated June 5,

commercial use of the properties known as 611 Weir Lane and

The above cases

Also appearing and

were Harland

Alexander B.

and William Bafitis, a Professional Engineer.

Appearing and testifying as Protestants, were Carl D.

Snell

Protes

and Terry Snell.

tant.

Joy E.

Snell

appeared as a

Testimony indicated that the subject properties, known

613 We

Stipulation are incorporated into this Order and made a part

ir Lane consists of .55 acres,

as shown on Appellant’s Exhibits 1 and 2.

hereof.

as 611 Weir Lane consist of 1.3220 acres, more or less, and

more or less, both are

zoned D.R. 5.5 and improved by a single family dwellings, all

The areas for
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Joy Spell, Protestant

Te;ry Snell,

C

Protestant

whic i
h Appellants are requesting nonconforming residential and

commerci
clal use status for the operation of a masonry

contracting business is designated on Appellant’
1,

s Exhibit No.

consistin
g of an area 10’ x 200", at the end of a stone

drive, adjacent to the land owned by Carl D

Exhibit No. 2

Snell and on

consisti
' ing of an area 10’ x 80/, to the rear

of th i
€ dwelling located at 613 Weir Lane, adjacent to the

r
Property owned by Susan Adams. Said properties are located

within the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area,.

T .
estimony presented by Harland Southwick, Alexander B

page J i w i ™ lld
r

. Mark i i 3
’ ?;ZL Weir established the subject properties have enjoyed a

non i i
conforming use prior to the effective date of the zoning

re i
gulations, namely, January 2, 1945. Further, Appellant’s

EXhibit i

8A and BB, settlng forth findings and recommendations
of the e i

D partment of EnV:Lrom'nental Protection and Resource

Management were introduced.

In ¢ i i
onsideration of the mutual promises and covenants,

the Appellants and Protestants, his,

her or their successors
and assigns, agree as follows:

a. The Protestants will withdraw their opposition to

Appellant’s request for

approval of a nonconforming

resi . .
sidential and commercial use for the operation of the

mas i i
onry contracting business for those areas designated as a

10’ by 200’

Strip located in the front of 611 and 613 Weir

Lane a i
nd a 10’ x 80 strip to the rear of 613 Weir Lane and

MICHAEL H. WEIR and * BALTIMORE COUNTY
CLARA K. WEIR, his wife
Petitioners * ZONING COMMISSIONER

and * Case Nos. 91-349-SPH,
91-350-SPH
MICHAEL HOWARD WEIR, JR. and * Item Nos. 335 and 336
BARBARA ANN WEIR, his wife
Petitioners *

MEMORANDUM OF LAW

Petitioners, Michael H. Weir and Clara K. Weir, his wife and
Michael Howard Weir, Jr. and Barbara Ann Weir, his wife, et al,
by Mary E. Gephardt, their Attorney, submits this Memorandum of
Law.

STATEMENT OF FACTS

On or about November 18, 1952 Michael H. Weir and Clara K.
Weir, his wife purchased a parcel of land situate in Baltimore
County, Maryland, fronting 296.45’ on Cape May Road, with a depth
of approximately 562.18’, from Frank E. Helmer and Amy G. Helmer,
his wife. Since the purchase of said property, the Petitioner,
Michael H. Weir has continuously and uninterruptedly used the
property as a residence and commercially for the operation of a
masonry contracting business known now as Mike Weir & Sons.

Subsequent to purchasing the property Michael H. weir
conveyed many parcels out, including but not limited to that
parcel adjacent to his home conveyed to his son and daughter-in-
law, Michael Howard Weir and Barbara Ann Weir, his wife, by desed
recorded among the Land Records of Baltimore County in Liber S.M.
No. 7639, folio 767. Presently Michael H. Weir and Clara K.
Weir, his wife own 1.8729 acres, more or less which is now known
as 611 Weir Lane. The Petitioner, Michael Howard Weir, Jr. and
Barbara Ann Weir, his wife, own 1.8541 acres, more or less, known
as 613 Weir Lane.

Pursuant to a zoning violation filed against the property
located at 611 Weir Lane, Case No. 91-186, the Petitioners filed
Petitions for a Special Hearing for approval of a non conforming
residential and commercial use on the properties known as 611
Weir Lane and 613 Weir Lane, Baltimore County, Maryland. A joint
hearing of both Petitions was heard on May 3, 1991 befcre J.
Robert Haines, Zoning Commissioner.

STATEMENT OF LAW

The first set of zoning regulations were adopted by the
County Commissioners of Baltimore County on January 2, 1945. 1In
the original regulations a provision was made for a non-
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February 4, 1992 DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AND RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
To Whom This May Concern;

T0: Mr. J. Robert Haines

DATE: April 30, 1991
Zoning Commissioner

This letter is in reference to the hearing pertaining

to case number

91-349 SPH and case number 91-350 SPH.

FROM: Mr. J. James Dieter, Director

Due to extenuating circumstances, we will be unable to attend

, SUBJECT:
this hearing. We feel that it is imperative that we voice our

Petition for Zoning Variance - Case #91-349-SPH
Weir Property

Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Findings

opinion in this matter.

In april of 1989, we purchased the property known as

SITE LOCATION

607 Weir Lane. We were at that time and are still at the present

The subject property is located at 611 Weir Lane. The site is

within the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area and is classified as a Limited
Development Area {LDA).

time independent distributors for The Baltimore Sun, We utilized

a storage shed on our property at that time to store newspapers

APPLICANT'S NAME Mr. Michael H. Weir
for resale on weekends only. Within one month we were reported

to Baltimore County because of the location of our shed. Upon

APPLICANT PROPOSAL

further investigation we discovered that our neighbor Michael

The applicant has requested a Special Hearing for a nonconforming

. residential and commercial use on the property known as 611 Weir Lane.
Weir Sr. had reported us. Before we had a chance to move it,

he reported us for storing papers in our shed for resale. GOALS OF THE CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA PROGRAM

We now rent a storage shed for which we pay $100.00 per month

In accordance with the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Program, all
project approvals shall be based on a finding which assures that

proposed projects are consistent with the following goals of the
Critical Area Law:

store our papers. This is a double expense for us since

we had already purchased a shed for this purpose.

1.
We are against Mr. Weir storing his leftover materials

"Minimize adverse impacts on water guality that result from

pollutants that are discharged from structures or conveyances
or that have runoff from surrounding lands;

on his property. If we have to abide by the law, I see no reason

why he should receive preferential treatment. After all, laws

Conserve fish, wildlife and plant habitat; and

Establish land use policies for development in the Chesapeake
are made for everyone to follow not a chosen few. Thank you

Bay Critical Area which accommodate growth and alsoc address
the fact that even if pollution is controlled, the number,

movement, and activities of persons in that area can create
adversa environmental impacts." <COMAR 14.15.10.01.0>

for your consideration. ‘
Sincerely,
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naA lawful non-conforming extension" of the original non-conforming use.
f the adoption of these
upon any change from
ming use, or any attempt to
o a different non-conforming
conforming use for a period
ht to continue to resume such non-
nlarged more than once again
on-conforming use."
385 A.2d 96 (1978}).

The provision stated,
use existing on the effective date o
regulations may continue, provided,
such non-conforming use to a confor
change from such non-conforming use t
use or any discontinuance

of one Yyear
conforming use may be extended or enlar
the area of the land used in the original n

McKemy v. Bajtimore County, 39 Md. App. 257,

conforming use.

Prior to adoption and approval of the zoning regulations by
the County Commissioners on January 2, 1945, there were no zoning
regulations in Baltimore County.
date were privileged to use their property for any lawful
Amerejhn v. Kotras,
property was used for a business purpose and thereafter the
to apply the regqulations
retroactively to the property would be confiscation of the
therefore a nonconforming use is a vested right and
Id. at 869,

however,

Property owners, until that

of such non-

purpose. 71 A.2d 865

the rig

neighborhood zoned residential,

property,
entitled to constitutional protection.
1955 a new set of comprehensive zoning

Section
*A lawful

on or about March 30, ¢ )
ere adopted by the County Commissioners.

h non-conforming uses and provides:
he effective date of the adoption
provided that upon any change
to any other use whatsoever...the
h non-conforming use shall

regulations w
104 deals wit
nonconforming use existing on t
of these regulations may cont
from such nonconforming use
right to continue or resume Suc
terminate." Id.

Petitioners presented at a hearing before the
Ccommissioner for Baltimore County testimony to the effect that
Michael H. Weir had been a resident of the community since 1943
when he moved with his mother to a home on Anne Avenue located
two streets from the subject property.
property had been used by Frank E. Helmer for the storage of
materials and equipment used in the construction of homes

Those homes were adjacent to the

Further he stated said

The burden of proving a non-conforming use is on the
The claimant of the use must establish that
f the prohibiting zoning ordinance

fronting on Carvel Grove Road.

claimant of the use. ) LY
subject property enjoying the non-conforming use.

at the time of the passage O
the use existed.
paltimore County, 262 Md. 265,
the existence of a non-conforming use on January 2,
e first zoning regulations were adopted, Petitioner can
o the neighbors at the time of the
Therefore Mr. Weir,
existed
246 Md.

u

277 A.2d4 589, (1971). To prove Testimony was presented by Michael H. Weir that the property
was used by Mr. Helmer for commercial purposes in the building of
homes and home improvements at the time he purchased the
he testified he continued to use said
property continuously and uninterruptedly until the date of this
hearing for the storage of materials and equipment used in the

masonry business owned and operated by himself and his sons.

date th
show that the use was known t
prohibiting zoning ordinance.
burden of proving the use as now claimed
eldstei i

property. In addition,

passage of the
has the
on January 2,

204, 227 A.2d 731 (1967).

Petitioners further presented supporting affidavits under
seal by residents in the community prior to January 2, 1945 to
the effect that the property had been used by Mr. Helmer since
storage and operation of this
construction business and later by Petitioners in the operation
of their business.

After establishing a lawful non-conforming use existed on
1945, the second test is an evaluation of the current
etermine if it is within the scope of the non-
The following factors should be considered in

January 2,
activity to d
confirming use.
that evaluation:

early 1940’s

Persons objecting to the Petition for approval of a Non-
conforming Use presented testimony concerning the business
carried on the property since they moved into the community.
was undisputed that Mr. Weir has always operated a business on
the property, which operation has always been to the rear of his
home and around the perimeter of the property.
a parcel to his son, Michael Howard Weir, Jr., the Petitioners
continued to store materials and supplies around the perimeter of
the properties.

to what extent does the current use of these lots

reflect the nature and purpose of the original non-conforming

is the current use merely a different manner of
1 non-conforming use or does it constitute
ter, nature and kind;

After conveying

utilizing the origina
a use different in charac

does the current use have a substantially
different effect upon the neighborhood;

Mr. Weir presented testimony to the effect that his business

is the current use a "drastic enlargement or had dramatically decreased since he acquired the property and in

BEFORE THE

PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING
NE/S Welir Lane at
with Cape May Road
611 wWeir Lane

15th Klection District
5t} Councilmanic District

int t since approximately 1948 and acquired the subject property
infersectlon

ZONING COMMISSIONER testified that he currently operates his business with the assistance of his

Ot BALTIMORE COUNTY nd resides on the adjoining property known as 613 Weir Lane. Testimony

CASE # 91-349-5PH te and his son, Michael is

indicated that Mr. Weir, Sr., is a Maryland Delega

Peritioners The Petitioner testified that they operate the masonry business

a Fireman.

XA kA hk Nk R

in their spare time when not working their full time jobs.

Testimony indicated that the Weirs store a substantial amount of equip-

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

ment and supplies, pursuant to the subject masonry business, on

The Petitioners herein request, pursuant to

dential property, indicated by the pictorial evidence in companion case

a nonconforming residential and commercial use of the

particularly described on Petition- file No. 91-350-SPH. Mr. Weir indicated that requested

property known as 6ll Weir Lane, as more

would agree to screen that portion of his property where the

This case is the companion case to 91-350-SPH.

er's Exhibit A.
granting of

equipment and supplies are stored and that, in his opinion, the

testified and were represented by Mary E.

appeared,

petitioners

the requested relief would create no detriment to the surrounding homeowners.

Also appearing on behalf of the Petitioners were

Gephardt, Esquire.

Alexander indicated that he resides at 844 Carmel Grove Road

Aliceann Phelps, Michele Weir, Mark Weir and Michael H. Weir, Jr.

and testified that he had worked with Mr. Weir's masonry business during

pearing and testifying on behalf of the Petitioners were William Bafitas,

- if i it is his recollection that Mr. Weir has
professional Engineer, and Alexander Page. Appearing and testifying as 1948-1949. He testified that it 1s

he subject property.

always stored masonry equipment and supplies on t

Protestants, and represented by William M. Hesson, Jr.,

Mr. William Bafitis, Professional Engineer, generally described the

Carl D. Snell, Jr., John G. Sweet Il and Terry Snell.

layout of the subject property and stated that, in his opinion, the granting

-

pearing as Protestants were Joy E. Snell and Anita Luber.

P

of the subject relief would create no detriment to the surrounding community.

Test imony indicated that the subject property, known as 611

o

+/-, zoned D.R.5.5, is currently improved with a Mr. Terry Snell testified that during the years 1960 through

R FILING

Lol
‘;/%c'-’7?14?

carl D. Snell, which is adjacent to the

FILING

lived on his property,

Z

&

single family dwelling, accessory pool and dog pen, as indicated on Petition-

as indicated on Petitioner's Exhibit A. . Snell testi-

7;7&11;4?,

subject properties,

F

;;ﬁ

Chesapecake

J

Exhibit A. Said property is also

V4

EED P9

]/

2

property

V4

fied that he is purchasing that portion of his

Critical Area.

-

adjacent to the construction equipment and supplies on the Weir

immediately

Michael Weir, Sr., testified that he has been a masonry contractor

. Snell indicated that, equipment and

—
LA

property.

ORDER RECEI

Date
By

CRDER RECEIVE

Date
By

fact at one point in time he had
persons at this location. employed ilppmtntimatuely 28

additional traffic to the property as a result of the business.

Opposition to the proposed non-conformi

] | - ing use basica
centered agound_a property line dispute, in fact, Carl Snell éiz
m:ln Opposing witness testified that the materials and equiﬁment
stored by Petitioner, Michael H. Weir, in the front of 613 Weir

Lane on land owned by Michae i : " :
considerably larger.y 1 H. Weir was at one point in time

Occasional seasonal e g 3
direct to the job sight. mployees are instructed to report

1 ] J The business is continued to enable
g;chagl H. Weir and his sons, many of which are employed by the
re Department, to supplement their incomes.

There is no additional lighting provided on the pr
; operty.
"Il‘l'ilzhah:ineﬂs suyroundlng 611 Weir Lane is owned by chipldrpen gf
hes used. i;r. The only trucks on the property are those which
e and owned personally by the Petitioners as family
Cles and are pickup trucks. The trucks do not display any

form of advertisement and there i i
s .
posted on the premises. is no advertisement or signs

Based on the testimony and affidavits it]

. ' presented, Petition
gzzs met thelr-burden of proof in showing that the'property :::
pee ssed_cont1nuou§1y and without interruption since prior to

adoption of zoning in Baltimore County on January 2, 1945.

The second area of evaluation after ishi i
. 2 h establishing Petiti
have_ operated their business since January 2 2945 lﬁéozirs
consideration of the following factors: ' auire

The closest point between Petitioner’ i
_ S non-conforming use at
2;3 Weir Lane and the nearest public road is 4757, which!ioad is
fam?? as Cape yay Road: The nearest home belonging to a non-
1ly member is approximately 191’ feet from the subject area.

(1) to what extent does the current use of these lots

reflect the nat igi
ol ature and purpose of the original non-conforming

The properties which are the subj i
) ! Ject the hearing have be
continuously and uninterruptedly used as a non-conggrming u::

prior to the adoption of zoning regulations in Baltimore County.

(2) 1is the current use merel

. S 1 y a different manne
ptillz;pgrthe original non-conforming use or does it consti:ugf
a use qalirrerent 1n cnaracter, nature ana Kinga; :

Wherefore, for the reasons stat iti
: ed above Petition
respectfully request this Zoning Commissioner to érant a nonfrs

conforming use for the subject :
: property as outlined
submitted into evidence at the heaging¥ ed on Plats

) (3) does the current
different effect upon the neighborho:ds? have a substantially

(4) is the current use a "drastic en
; i
extension™ of the original non-conforming use. largement or

Respectfully,

The current use of the pro i i imi
perty is quite simila
zggg;elggg'guggose of the original non-conforming use : gﬁ E::
: e property was used for the storage of X i
g:dtizu;.)[;lgent tfoz;) a construction business. The buginessni;::'al:::
perty by Petitioners is that of a ma

business. Their operation includes i of Doy iacting
: the laying of brick, i
instances the laying of a foundation f % is now

' . or homes. Thi
d;ffe;ept.ln characqeq, nature or kind, merely a differe:llﬁin:::
of utilizing the original non-conforming use.

L5 S G

Mary E. Gephardt R
809 E rn Boulevard
Baltimore, Maryland 21221
(301)687~2299
Attorney for Petitioners

The effect upon the communit i i
: . ) Y 18 no different.
ﬁgﬂzznlzxdli“§;f1ca11%ha rural residential area, surroundedTg;
s. e properties are located wit
g:gig[;::l;e gggh a(‘:rlltl.:ll.cav.} Area. Petitioners testified t!.lrf:t Elﬁ:
1 ’ e . Welir and his sons, are the owners
::::lr:eegs gaonic:'n gtc:h:t the);: 1:would be entering ;nd exiting the prg;e::;
; O another place of employment or to i i
pursuit of their trade Supplies and i 2 i the
_ ' . _ materials used
business are delivered to job sites. Therefore, therei?stgz

I hereby certify that on this /.- da
. A y of Ma 1991, a
:ilggimf?;ngIng Memorandum of Law was mailed posg:ge prépaigogz
sson, Jr., Esquire, Suite 700, Court Towers, 2
E 10 W.
Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 2i204, Attorney }or Carl

Snell
) : O ,
A2 g G
A ~. < . ,é;\,{um__:g\_
Mary E./Gephardt _ ) )
Attorn t Law

When the claimed nonconforming use has changed, or

would be an eyesore once he builds his home

then the

expanded,

supplies and testified that he

Zoning Commissioner must determine whether or not the current use represents

opposes the granting of the requested relief.

a permissible intensification of the original use or an actual change from

Mr. Carl Snell testified that he has lived in this community since 1949

the prior legal use. In order to decide whether or not the current activity

and, that he has personal knowledge that no masonry equipment or supplies

is within the scope of the nonconforming use, the Zoning Commissioner should

were stored on the subject property prior to 1952. Mr. Snell indicated that

consider the following factors:

he concurred with his son in that the storage of the subject equipment and

"(a) To what extent does the current use of
these lots reflect the nature and purpose of the
original nonconforming use;

supplies are an eyesore in this residential community.

Mr. John G. Sweet, I1I, essentially concurred with the testimony of

(b) Is the current use merely a different
manner of utilizing the original nonconforming
use or does it constitute a use different in
character, nature, and kind;

Terry and Carl

Snell and indicated that he was concerned that the granting

of the requested relief would lead to a detrimental impact on the market

values of the residential properties in this community.

{(c) Does the current use have a substan-
tially different effect upon the neighborhood;

As with all nonconforming use cases, the first task is to determine

(d) 1Is the current use a "drastic enlarge-
ment or extension" of the original nonconforming
use.”

what lawful nonconforming use existed on the subject property prior to Janu-

ary 2, 1945, the effective date of the adoption of the Zoning Requlations

and th t i T :
e controlling date for the beginning of zoning. Clearly, based on the above, the pPetitioner did not establish the sub-

Clearly, the Petiticner did not establish the subject nonconforming use ject nonconforming use prior to the offective date of the zoning regula-

prior to the effective date, namely, January 2, 1945. Mr. Weir testifled tions, namely, January 2, 1945. Therefore, the requested relief must be

that he did not even own the property until 1952 and Protestants'

testimony denied.

confirmed that the subject masonry equipment and supplies did not appear on Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property, and public

the property until sometime in 1952. N hearing on this Petition held, and for the reasons given above, the Petition

The second principle to be applied, as specified in Section 104.1, s for Special Hearing should be denied.

~ whether or not there has been a change in the use of the subiect property.

FOR FILING
62;,

THEREFORE, 1T TS ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County

inat - - ) Z ) .
A determination must be made as to whether or not the change is a different -\jm\q this P{fv/ day of ;iz.,11-3 1991 that the Petition for Special Hearing for

N

i
gx\&: use, and therefore, breaks the continued nature of the nonconforming use. g\’ﬁ _‘\ approval of a noncgnfoming rosidential and commercial use of the property
Eg ?\ If the change in use is found to be different than the original use, the [}\ known as 611 Weir Lane, in accordance with petitioner's Exhibit A, is hereby
E current use of the property shall not be considered nonconforming. See § | DENIED; and,
§ McKemy v. Baltimore County, Md., 39 Md.App.257, 385 A2d. 96 (1978). s
%85




T 1% FURTHER ORDERED that the Petitioner shall remove all equipment
and material trom the property related to the subject masonry business on or

betore December Llb, 199372,

7 ROBERT HAINES
soning Commissioner for
Baltimore County

JR:mmn
cor Peoples Counsel
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PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING

TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY: &) | - 249 - S P H

: 1 r of the property situate in Baltimore County and which is
e e iption and | l(:t) attadnedpll;ereto and made a part hereof, hereby petition for a

270k
A A

-

CRITICAL AREA

111 West Chesapeake Avenue - ) : . el
Towson, MD 2120 5973353 mﬁeﬁig&ﬁl tlcﬁ‘on 500?7 of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations, to determine whe-
ther or not the Zoning Commissioner and/or Deputy Zoning Commissioner should approve ___-.-
a nonconforming residential and _c_:pmrp_e_r_c_:_i_ql__qgg__gp__gh_q_p_ggge_y;_y_}mown
"""""""""""""""" February 27, 1991

June 3, 19921

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ZONING DESCRIPTION
posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations.

: nenses of the above Special Hearing advertising, posting, etc., upon fil-
ing olf :I{isw%e:igt:::. t:n%a¥u:'§hp:r agree to and are to be bound by the zoning regulations and restric-
tions of Baitimore County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baltimore County.

Property is to be for

Mary E. Gephardt
Attorney at Law
H09 Fastern Boulevard
Baltimore, Maryland 21221

1.3220 Acre

Weir Tract

I;We do solemnly declare and affirm,
under the penalties of perjury, that I/we
are the legal owner(s) of the property
which is the subject of this Petition.

15th Election District

RE: Petition for Special Hearing
Michael Howard Weir, Sr., et ux, Petitioners
Case #91-349-SPH

Baltimore, County, Maryland

611 Weir Lane

Dear Ms. Gephardt:
Legal Owner(s): .

Contract Purchaser: P NEJS
Enclosed please find the decision rendered in the above captioned Michael Weir + s ,
s Weir ... .- Michael H., Sr. & Clara K. Weir, O
! —— ’ ‘ . ' wners

case. The Petition for Special Hearing has been denied in accordance with
the attached Order.

Beginning at a point on the centerline of Cape May Road which is

In the event the decision rendered is unfavorable to any party, please [N 000 e T | | | Thence the follouing curses and. aistan o
o : sail ape Ma
Thence the following courses and distances: N, E;B 091"11::2:."1'

be advised that any party may file an appeal within thirty (30) days of the
date of the Order to the County Board of Appeals. If you require S 800 . eee-—e-m-eosommmmTooTTIIOES ~ 42.86 feet: 8.29 ) .
additional information concerning filing an appeal, please feel free to i : S$.29 1S5'E 125130E.£e::§'lg G(f)eig:w N'ggo 33'E » 240.00 feet;
: D : . , ’ " A . eet; 8. 1 .
100.00 feet; S.60 45'W., 40.90 feet; N.29 15'W., 675.0029fi:tEt(’3

contact our Appeals Clerk at 887-3391. S
""""""""""""""""""" ST 5 the place of beginning as recorded in Deed Liber 2213, Folio 514

City and State

Very truly yours,

Attorney for Petitioner:

'
sl pErrtANes 202020 2 DR $84 0 Mary E. Gephardt .. 3Rl EER.seESTEooooooo
Zoning Commissioner """ (Type or Print Name) Address Phone No.
for Baltimore County 1 ¢ j =¥ i ((. Baltimore, Maryland 21221
f ] - z e TN Ccmmmmos | mmmmmmmmmeem——ss—ssoosoSSSSSoSSEETEETIOTT
JRH : mmn Signa L City and State
att. _ 809 Eastern Boulevard ____.___.._.. Name, address and phone number of legal owner, con-
----------------- tract purchaser or repﬂ!ﬂﬂtﬂﬂve to be contacted

cc: Peoples Counsel
ce: Mr. and Mrs. Michael Howard Weir, Sr.

-------------------- By Le 4t .
“/Hilliam N,/
------------------------------------ ° Presiden

ORDERED By The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this . . o -C—ccmre-m-

et / , 19 7/ , that the subject matter of this petition be advertised, as

required by the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, in two newspapers of general circulation through-
public hearing be had before the Zoning

out Baltimore County, that property be posted, and that the
Commissioner of Baltimore County in Room 10?. County Office Buﬂdingfi; 'l‘ow;op, Baltimore
z g AR

IS e /
County, on the _ .-~ y ;:'.) .......... day of -_-./. ..... /. ....... , 18- , At Coaaen o'clock

E}----M. ﬂ / - // ’ - .
. - .}W
Fsed 5/_4‘/‘?/ By JiLtL , /
Ay mme oR DAY Voo
THR RN -

7o BE HEPRD convsécy

Civil E
il Engineers / Land Pianners / Surveyors — 1249 Engleberth Road / Baltimore, Maryland 21221 / 301-391-232.

Baltlmore County :
Zoning Commisioner

=IVED FOR FILING
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rréEme 336 ( _
£.C.0.—No. 1 . over) | | . .
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Towsas, Maryland 21208
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

TOWSON, MD., R FS. 19 OH

THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was

published in THE JEFFERSONIAN, a weekly newspaper published

Beltimo, Doy F@@@ﬂm

611 Welr Lare
156 Elsction Digtrict Zuning ¢ Al
i ‘uning { ommisioner
mﬂ: in Towson, Baltimore County, Md., once in each of ‘_ successive Cotpty GFee Buailding
Michasl H. Weir, t ux " s 11 ’ e Accouat B @00 18D
Sles L gpeoke Avenyge Number i

Fecosan, Mavied 21204

Date ?/“?V?q[ﬂ

Date: Ff&y weeks, the first publication appearing on k{ - \¥ . 19(_I_L.

Q

Gye Times

ing V3880 m"’:”"’" © JE

g A vl b 131050 pur_u D % THE JEFFERSONIAN,

the property identified herein m _ :\dn

10 55 Oong, D0 s Middle River, Md., _ (tpacd S~ 1957 By Do 1 el

Towson, Maryland 21304 as follows: pr- 2

- Case Namber, 932 terection with s is to , That the annexed e g Zﬂh O.\L‘/\/-

nuv?’elrni':_‘iu Y Dy 9/ - 3K &

Publisher

35t Elaction District — 6th. Coun-
%.)w&vﬁr;t‘u C?o 2 Orr/ REE
1] )
Special lﬁ&”l\%pﬂfmﬂg was inserted in The Times, a newspaper printed }
: |
property known a8 811 Vet Lo nee and published in Baltimore County, once in each |
mﬁommw of
timore County of @—L’ successive
weeks before the ST L gayef

,\KMM/) 199/
1

Cashiar Validation

H



‘ Baltimore County Government . Baltimore County Government ‘ Baltimore County Government
i h LLRAS

Zoning Comimissioner Zoming Commisstoner Off Zoning Commissioner
LRIRNFRTL b (”TK{' Uf Planning . ice ()I- PI . - .
) . . . ny and Zoning anning and /.()nlng
Office of Planming and Zoning 1y B C '

T

| | 111 West Chesapeake Avenue

P Woest Chesapeake Avene | o o
11 St e v N Fowsan, My 2120, oy fowson, MD 21204 887-3353
Towson, ML 21204 o T

/7 ,{r/ // March 18, 1991

pATE: “/ [

Mary E. Gephardt, Esquire
WITICE UF HEARING 809 Eastern Blvd
' Baltimore, MD 21221

Michael H. Weir, et ux
fll Weir Lane
Baltimore, Maryland 21221

RE:. ?tem No. 335, Case No. 91-349-3SPH
Pet}t1oner: Michael H. Weir, et ux
Petition for Special Hearing

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by authority of the Zoning Act and Regulations of
Raltimore County will hold a public hearing on the property identified herein in Room 106 of the
County Uffice Building, located at 111 W. Chesapeake Avenue in Towson, Maryland 21204 as follows:

Dear Ms. Gephardt:
RE:

The Zoning Plans Advisor i
\ Comm i .
case Nusbers 91-349-SPH with the above Y ittee has reviewed the Plans submitted

" referenced petiti .
E@@@n[@ﬁ NE/S Weir Lane at intersection with Cape May Road Case Number: 91-349-SPl intended to indicate the a. ition. The following comments are not

appropriaten . .

} o C ) 611 Weir Lane NE/S Weir Lane at intersection with Cape May Road requested, but to P ¢ss of the Zoning action

Bultimore County —— 15th Election District - 5th Councilmanic 611 Weir Lane problems with regard are of plans or
j roner B ‘s . Wi i N 3 . S : R

Zl“n‘ng Comn""_’ Account: R Ui 6150 Petitioner(s): Michael H. Weir, et ux 15th Election District - Sth Councilmanic .thls case. Director of Planning may file a written

Coanty Office Building Number HEARING: FRIDAY, MAY 3, 1991 at 10:30 a.m. Petitioner(s): Michael H. Weir, et ux Zoning Commissio

ner wit i s
111 West Chesapoake Avenur h recommendations as to the suit

HEARING: FRIDAY, MAY 3, 1991 at 10:30 a.m. requested zoning. ability of the
Towson, Maryvland 21214

bear Petitiover(s): ::Ci§§ed are all comments submitted from the members of the Committ
1s time that offer or request information on your petition ’ i:

similar comments from the ini

_ . remaining members i :
Y. 277 t and posting of the above . are received,

Please be advised that § 7. % . 2 is due for advertising o forward them to you. Otherwise, any comment that is not infomIa:;‘];:

t ioned rty. Special Hearing: A ponconforming residential and commercial use on the property known as 611 will be laced i . , . .
cap property wir e Filing on l:he datelgf E:: ZEEli'lngdf;%tf. This petition was accepted for
VAR e, ! close ilin ifi .
Autiliz ndaring Fees THIS FEE MUST BE PAID AND THE ZONING SIGN & POST SET(S) RETURRED ON THE DAY OF THE HEARING OR k N : S " scheduled aCCOI‘dingly. g certificate and a hearmg
Doatin shone Ame Adviriising e, 27 THE ORDER SHALL HOT ISSUE. DO EOT REMOVE THE SICN & POST SET(S) FROM THE PROPERTY UNTIL THE DAY N P R F L S L2
OF THE HEARING.

/
: { KOBERT HAINES IT WOULD BE APPRECIATED
. : . IF YOU WOuL
ning Commigsioner of MY OFFICE, ATTENTION JULIE WINIA.RSKI.D e oy HARITTEN COMMENTS To

IF  YOU
REGARDING THIS, PLEASE CONTACT HER AT 887-3391. = Y QUESTIONS

Baltimore County

Please make jour check payable to Baltimore County, Maryland. Bring the check and the sign &
i i ildi ake Avenue, Room 113 )
post set(s) to the Zoning Office, County Office Building, 111 W. Chesape ’ ’ ‘ - . t
Towson, Maryland fifteen {15) minutes before your hearing is scheduled to begin. : Michael H. Weir, et ux O ruly yours,

Mary E. Gephardt, Esq. )
A L«
3

‘ /Lﬂ /,, ‘?/*"f// Lt AMES E. DYER /
iped Y LIS -
. ‘ L ‘ Sl £ ot Chairman
P Lo . Lo
T | . RO

JED: jw Zoning Plans Advisory Committee
Please Make Chacks Payable To: Baltimore County .
BERT HAINES
ZONING COMMISSIONER N

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

cc: Mr. & Mrs. Michael H. Weir
611 Weir Lane
cc:  Mary E. Gephardt, Esg. Baltimore, MD 2122)

Baltimore County Government
Fire Department

Baltimore County Government .

Zoning Commissioner

i bUREAU OF TRAFF1C FRGINEERING
Office of Planning and Zoning

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
BAUTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND . .
700 East Joppa Road Suite 901

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND Towson, MDD 2120:4-5500 (3013337 300

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE DATE: NApril 3, 1991 MARCH 26, 1991
111 West Chesapceake Avenuce 887-3353
Towson, MD 21204 : Mc. J. Robert Haines

J. Robert Haines DATE: April 12, 1991 7Zoning Conmissioner

i issioner
Zoning Commis FROM: Rahee J. Famili J. Robert Haines

Zoning Commisesioner

. ) Office of Planning and Zoning

. 31 : .A.C. Comment : A ,
Pat Keller, Deputy Director : SUBJECT: 2 omments ' Baltimore County Office Building
Office of Planning and Zoning Towson, MD 21204

Z.A.C. MEETING DATE: March 19, 1991

SUBJECT: Michael H. Weir, Item 335 RE: s
Michael Howard Weir, Jr., Item 336 Property Owner MICHAEL H. WEIR

Dear Mr. Haines: Location: $611 WEIR AVENUE

s ' i 5 5 i 327, 334, 335, .
I: reference to the Petitioner's request, staff offers no 1o :l;;satl:;rgz\; has no comments for items number ) Item No.: 335 Zoning Agenda: MARCH 19, 1991
comments. , .

. . . . Gentlemen:
o . f this office can
iti ived and epted for filing this If there should be any_further questions or i '
Your petition has been receivec and accep 9 provide additional information, please contact Jeffrey Long in the

Pursuant to your request, the referenced property has been surveyed by
Ooffice of Planning at 887-3211.
20th day of March, 1991.

this Bureau and the comments below are applicable and required to be
corrected or incorporated into the final plans for the property.

) . ]
') E . .
PK/JL/cmn f\’d. IUL!L 1 F(J. . 7.
Rahee J. Famili
ITEM335.336/2AC1 Traffic Engineer I1

The Fire Prevention Bureau has no comments at this time.

/) R - . i 1
1 N e W Noted ang ™+ - . P

L A RJIF/Lvd REVIEWER: /) 43-J6_% _ Approved Q:_\:_tﬁ.ﬁl.‘:x..\.fi\(ig_‘#)ﬂ.
J. ROBERT HAINES o Plahning €Eroup Fire ‘\Prevention Bureau :
ZONING COMMISSIONER Special Inspection Division

Received By:

e JK/KEK
,-", ‘7/ :'2 , .

o ; ;
CF i y (‘,’ /(;

Ch n,
Zoning Plans Advisory Committee

Petitioner: Michael H. Weir, et ux

Petitioner's Attorney: Mary E. Gephardt
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Memo to Mr. J. Robert Haines

lj_l
Apri i
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AND RESOURCE MANAGEMENT pg;;]230. 1991 p§;;]330' 1991
INTER-QFFICE CORRESPONDENCE DEFINITIONS

COMAR 14.15.01.07 Grandfathering. After program approval, local CONCLUSION

ror e ). Robert Haines DATE: April 30 1991 Jurisdjc?ion§ shall permit the continuation, but not necessarily the
Zoﬁiné Robert Haine : . intensification or expansion, of any use in existence on the date of
program gpprova1,-un1ess the use has been abandoned for more than one

year or is otherwise restricted by existing local ordinances.

o The Zoqing Variance shall be ¢
is in comp!1ance with the Chesapeak
Findings listed above. This propos

onditioned so the project

ed proposal
e Bay Critical Area Regu1atioﬁs and
al does comply with Chesapeake Bay
there are any

Critical Area Regulations, and is therefore approved. 1If

FALT IMORE COUNTY . MARYLAND
questions, please contact Mr. David C. Flowers at 887-2904

) INTEROUOFFICE CORRESFPFONDENLCUCE FROM: Mr. J. James Dieter. Director
REGULATIONS AND FINDINGS .
TQ: Zoning Advisory Committee DATE: March 14, 1991 SUBJECT: PeFition for Zoning Variance - Case #91-350-SPH _
| L g T e et ol e eI
; . iy Advisery Committes Hoeting Forest and Developed Woodlands aeria]yéhotographs: re o
(D)o more than 20% of the sun of A1) forest and developed NS SO
wathalhihi“gﬂiiﬁpﬂﬁﬁieﬁﬁi E?al?ii?eﬂrii ond ?:izl;::?%ilzea:i;eLiiited afforestation on a 1'1 acreage basis., Aﬁea55?1?3ﬁ§1b¥ox of the . J({jfmf%/DiEter'/nire°t°r
, Th? DevelDPErS_Enqineerinq Division has reviewed Development Area (LDA). ;g':zzzrortg::elszsd :ggd]agdfmay t o develoned woodland oieacad” ﬁggagﬁ;eg:
, the subject zoning items and we have no comments for shall b:e replaced gy l.g :cre:rzitaggog::ag?s:-wood1and cleared
cc: The Honorable Vincent Gardina

The Honorable Donald Mason
Mr. Ronald B. Hickernel}l
Mrs. Janice B. Quten

Mr. Michael H. Weir, Jr.
Ms. Mary E. Gephardt

Items 132 7 L] 34 a ey '-"'--."-65 -:--_'-8. 3I9 and Z405.
A LIC N 'S NAH - i - i -
PP A I E Ml' M'IChaeI H He‘l N JT (2) IO'est or dEVE|°ped WOOdland C]eal‘ Ed i“ LDAS 5ha|] be Ieplaced

| o in IDAs, LDAs, R.C. 20, or R.C. 50 Zones. Forest or devel
required for these additions. woodland rem ’ ~ ’ - r developed
oved in the R.C. 20 or R.C. 50 Zones shall be replac
APPLICANT PROPOSAL only in R.C. 20 or R.C. 50 Zones. Placed

For Item 42, a County Review Group Meeting is required

For Item 377, a County Review Group Meeting may be

for this site. The applicant has requested a Special Hearing for a nonconforming
residential and commercial use on the property known as 613 Weir Lane. gz)olz?ngo:gsgno;pgi;SLSpggr::gdlgng$::;;E:tsz?;l bel;eglaced
- - - - - e
configuration of the site precludes on-site replacement, it is the

For Item 343, the previous minor subdivision comments
applicants responsibility to secure an off-site area suitable for

supplied for this site will apply.
GOALS OF THE CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA PROGRAM f . . . .
////fjg !f? e afforestation and in compliance with d(1) and d{2) preceding. If
/ki 4&[, *%;L In accordance with the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Program, all ‘ gguzgpr3?§]at$1°ff;ﬁ’te a;ga cannot be 1ocateq or_secHred, the
ROBERT W. EBOWLING, f.E.. Chief project approvals shall be based on a finding which assures that <Balt¥more ca g" c g apg icant to pay a fee-in-lieu.
’ . Developers Engineerigg Division proposed projects are consistent with the following goals of the ounty Code, Section 22-217 (c)>.
Critical Area Law: f o - .
RWE: S | Finding: No development is propesed in conjunction with this
°S 1. “Minimize adverse impacts on water quality that result from ::E;anggc;equgsti] Therefore, no disturbance of the property shall
pollutants that are discharged from structures or conveyances P I gn. all structures, if existing at the time of program
or that have runoff from surrounding lands; approval and if not restricted by other local ordinances, are
; grgndfathered and sha]] be allowed to remain. However, the area
5 Conserve fish, wildlife and plant habitat; and ‘ adjacent to the location of'metal shed #2 and the exception area
, : to.park and.store construction equipment is a designated forest.
3. Establish land use policies for development in the Chesapeake 12;:t:;e§n];:§ rgqs a]gng the property )ine with the forest
Bay Critical Area which accommodate growth and also address trees b : Jace? property_owned b¥ Mr. Car} 5"91]; No
the fact that even if pollution is controlled, the number, mgy e cut or cleared within a designated forest without an
movement, and activities of persons in that area can create :g:;?z:ntfgqgiz :s:abl1shTent EAané It]‘S recommended that the
. . " F a fence along the tree line to assure that the
adverse environmental impacts. <COMAR 14.15.10.01.0> trees remain undisturbed from the equipment that is being stored.

APPEAL

Petition for Special Hearing
NE/S Weir Lane, at intersection of Cape May Road
(611 Weir Lane)
15th Election District - 5th Councilmanic District
MICHAEL H. WEIR, JR., ET UX - Petitioner
Case No. 91-349-SPH

Petition for Special Hearing

Description of Property

County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County

. Haltimore Counmy Government .

Othee of Zoning Administration
and Development Management
Oftice of Planning & Zoning

Certificate of Posting

certificate of Publication

f% Appeal Cover Letter - Case No. 91-349-SPH -
;?':.:‘ ! MICHAEL H. WEIR, JR., ET UX - Petitioner Entry of Appearance of People's Counsel (None submitted) OLD COURTHOUSE, ROOM 49
111 West Chesapeake Avenue &&‘g/ Bugust 16, 1991 . . . 400 WASHINGTON AVENUE
’I'c!\\-“‘"; '\l.l).;[l’{.la Ao MY 4354 Page 2 Zoning Plans Advisory Committee Comments TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
- N o ; 31 -

Director of Planning & Zoning Comments (Included with ZAC comments) 1410) 887-3180

Terry Snell, 7857 Marsiak Drive, Elkridge, MD 21227 Petitioner's Exhibits: A. Plan to accompany Special Hearing
April 23, 1992

August 16, 1991
1-4 (both inclusive) Letters of support

= John G. Sweet, III, 607 Weir Lane, Balto., MD 21221
=
Baltimore County Board of Appeals 3 carl and Joy Snell, 1709 Cape May Road, Balto., MD 21221 Zoning Commissioner’'s Order dated June 5, 1991 (Denied) M E
County Office Building, Room 315 " _ . 21929 _ . ngnséefﬁpzaidt' Esquire
Towson, Maryland 21204 . Anita Luber, 1333 Willow Road, Balto., MD Notice of Appeal received June 28, 1991 from Mary E. Gephardt, auenstein
- Attorney on behalf of the Petitioner. 809 Eastern Boulevard
RE: Petition for Special Hearing ~3 People's Counsel of Baltimore County Essex, Maryland 21221
NE/S Weir Lane, at intersection of Cape May Road o Rm. 304, County Office Bldg., Towson, Md. 21204 cc: Michael Weir and Barbara Weir, 611 Weir Lane, Balto., MD 21221
(611 Weir Lane) o Re: Case Nos. 91-349-SPH (Michael H. Weir, Sr et
15th Election District, 5th Councilmanic District File Mary Gephardt, Esquire, 809 Eastern Blvd., Balto., MD 21221 and 91-350-SPH (Michael H. Weir, Jr., et 'ux) - ux)
MICHAEL H. WEIR, JR. ET UX - Petitioner
Case No. 91-349-SPH William Hesson, Jr., Esquire Dear Ms. Gephardt:
210 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, MD 21204 Encl 4 ol ;
Dear Board: osed please find a copy o
William N. Bafitis, P.E. - Bafitis & Assoclates, Inc. Py of the Stipulation as to Facts and

1249 Engleberth Road, Balto., MD 21221 Order issued this date by the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore

Please be advised that an appeal of the above-referenced case was
County in the subject matter.

filed in this office on June 28, 1991 by Mary E. Gephardt, Attorney
on behalf of the Petitioner. All materials relative to the case are Terry Snell, 7857 Marsiak Drive, Elkridge, MD 21227
being forwarded herewith.
John G. Sweet, III, 607 Weir Lane, Balto., MD 21221 Sincerely,
Please notify all parties to the case of the date and time of the
appeal hearing when it has been scheduled. If you have any questions carl and Joy Snell, 1709 Cape May Road, Balto., MD 21221 ) ;2?’ ’//
concerning this matter, please do not hesitate to contact this office. ' ‘? ¢ /<.7fL
Anita Luber,1333 Willow Road, Balto., MD 21222 LindaLee M. Kuszmaul
Very truly yours, e — Legal Secretary ‘
/) . - 7 7 . ) People's Counsel of Baltimore County
:/' S ’ Rm. 304, County Office Bldg., Towson, Md. 21204 Enclosure
e ST Lo L AT G
V' - Request Notification: P. David Fields, Director of Planning & Zoning cc: Mr. and Mrs. Michael H. Weir,
J. ROBERT HAINES Patrick Keller, Office of Planning & Zoning Mr. and Mrs. Michael H. Weir,
Zoning Commissioner J. Robert Haines, Zoning Commissioner William H. Bafitis, P.E.
Ann M. Nastarowicz, Deputy Zoning Commissioner Terry Snell
JRH:cer James E. Dyer, Zoning Supervisor Mr. John G. Sweet, I11I
W. Carl Richards, Jr., Zoning Coordinator Mr. and Mrs. Carl Snell
Enclosures Docket Clerk Ms. Anita Luber
Arnold Jablon, Chief Deputy County Attorney P. David Fields
cc: Michael Weir and Barbara Weir, 611 Weir Lane, Balto., MD 21221 Public Services Lawrence E. Schmidt
Timothy M. Kotroco
Mary Gephardt, Esquire, 809 Eastern Blvd., Balto., MD 21221 W. Carl Richards, Jr.
Docket Clerk - Zoning
Arnold Jablon, Director

Zoning Administration

William Hesson, Jr., Esquire
210 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, MD 21204

William N. Bafitis, P.E. - Bafitis & Associates, lnc.
1249 Engleberth Road, Balto., MD 21221

- ' nedrnRgny, gnika e



u Qnmm!mmnhU{prnhlﬂﬂhmanVQUNHU LAW OFFICES
M 315 , FRANK, BERNSTE LAUE
j COUNTY CFFICE BU'LDING'RON?JE ’ 9/6/91 - Following parties notified of hearing set for February 4, IN, CONAWAY & GOLDMAN UENSTEIN & LAUENSTEIN
I 111 W CHESAPEAKE AVE 1992 at 10:00 a.m.: SUITE 630, COURT TOWERS . ATTORNEYS AT LAW
5 TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 300 EAST LOMBARD 210 WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE First National Bank Building
,r ‘ E . BALTINO STREET TOWSON, MAR 809 Eastern Boulevard
ﬁ Hearing Room - (301) 887-3180 Mary E. Gepharc'it, squire RE, MARYLAND 71202 YLAND 21204 1003 WEST SEVENTH STREFT Essex, Maryland 21221
g Room 301, County Office Bldg. September 6, 1991 Mr. and Mrs. Michael Welr_. (301) 625-1500 (301) 821-3100 FREDERICK, MARYLAND 21701
L Wwilliam Hesson, Jr., Esquire L (301) 6635315
| NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT William N. Bafitis, P.E. 10227 WINCOPIN CIRCLE — NORMAN W.LAUENSTEIN TELEPHONE
NOTICE OF ASS TS TEZ —
NO POSTPONEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHOUT GOOD AND Terry sSnell COLUMBIA, MARYLAND 21044 FACSIMILE: (301) 821-3116 671 DEMOCRACY BOULEVARD DOUGLAS C. LAUENSTEIN (41016872299
SUFFICIENT REASONS. REQUESTS FOR POSTPONEMENTS MUST BE Mr. John G. Sweet, III 300 T CABLE: FRASKOP o ey BOULEVARI poLAS e LA oo
IN WRITING AND IN STRICT COMPLIANCE WITH RULE 2(b). NO Mr. and Mrs. Carl Snell . TELEX: 819 (301) B97-8282 A10687-2616
POSTPONEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHIN FIFTEEN {(15) DAYS OF Ms. Anita Luber _ 1730 M STREET, NW.
SCHEDULED HEARING DATE UNLESS IN FULLgCOMPLIANCE WITH geogletz gc-)u?(sjil for Baltimore County WASHINGTON, D.C. 20m% WILLIAM M. HESSON, 15
-79. . Davi ie
RULE 2(c), COUNTY COUNCIL BILL NO. 59°7 UK pat Keller (202) 416-0213 DIRECT DIAL NUMBER February 19, 1992
CASE NO. 91-349-5PH MICHAEL H. WEIR, SR., E . a 'e . (301) 8210593 Y ’
NE/s Weir La., at intersection Public Services
i AND cape May Road (611 Weir Lane) J. Robert Haines
E Timothy M. Kotroco January 27, 1992 Mr. Michael B. S
) - -SPH MICHAEL H. WEIR, JR., ET UX James E. Dyer . Mi el B. Sauer,
.? CASE NO. §1-350 NE/s Weir La., at intersection Ww. carl Richards, Jr. County Board of Acting Chairman
Y Cape May Road (613 Weir Lane) Docket Clerk - Zoning Baltimore Co tAppeals of Board of Appeals
y 15th Election District Arnold Jablon-Director of Room 49 01d unty 400 Washington Avenue, Room 49
5th Councilmanic District Zoning Administration 400 Washingtgguit House Towson, Maryland 21204
venue
Towso . . .
SPH-Nonconforming residential/ n, Maryland 21204 Re: glchael H. Weir, et ux
{a]l use/masonry equipment/ [N @O . ase Nos. 91-349-SPH and 91-350-SPH
gﬁgiig; Y 5704702 -Hearins scheduled befcre Board. During hearing, aereement reached bertween Re: Cases Numbered 91-349~-SPH and 91-35
1 parties; to submit agreement % provosed Order. /also aoplies to Case Mo, O1-23%0-FPH. W Wife 0-SPH Dear Mr. Sauer:
2 - ’ DENYING Petitions.
. 6/5/91 Z.C.'s Orders Gent . ) .
lemen: Enclosed you will find a Draft of the proposed Stipulation as to

Facts and Order for filing in the above entitled cases. Prior to

At the instruction of acquiring the si i i
_ Mr. and Mrs. g 51gnatures of the respective parties to the above
before j:he Zoning Commissioner f Car.l Snell, whom I represented case, I thought it best to acquire tentative approval as t
requesting that my appearance be<ﬂi.§alt1more County, I am hereby and content from the Board PP © form
above-captioned matt stricken as their cou -
ers. By a copy of . nse'l in the .
?3900 :- Snell that the hearing igxéhist:;:eiit;::}bx am advising Mr. 3gu%g yo::bqlﬁénd S e the ek pover [the Snolosure and verify
10: -Mm. on Tuesda . een schedul ether it wi satisfy the requi
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ASSIGNED FOR: TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 1992 at 10:00 a.m.

cc: Mary E. Gephardt, Esquire-Counsel for Petitioners/Appellants
Mr. and Mrs, Michael Welr, Jr, " x
Mr. and Mrs. Michael Weir, Sr.

Wi i 55 . ,Eoguire-

Wwilliam N. Bafitis, P.E.

Terry Snell

Mr. John G. Sweet, III

Mr. and Mrs. Carl Snell |

Ms. Anita Luber [ aico PR D, :
. Lo Mary E phardt:
N

Penplais_counsel for Baltimore County jL\/h;L;\j,{lk{;Ef
P. David Fields 4 :

¢

/
William M. Hesson, Jr. ,>

A

Pat Keller " h R o

pPubltc Servictes Lytur/if'/'J¢¢(n g;,,/f/

J. Robert Haines

Timothy M. Kotroco

James E. Dyer

w. carl Richards, Jr.

Docket Clerk - Zoning

Arnold Jablon-Director of
Zoning Administration

scd

€C: Mr. and Mrs. Carl Snell
John E. Sibrea, Esquire

LindaLee M. Kuszmaul BDAPPSNE.LTR
Legal Secretary
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PI.LEASE PRINT ClEARLY PETITIONER(S) SIGN-IN SHEET
NAME ADDRESS
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PLEFASE PRINT CLEARLY PROTESTANT (S) SIGN-IN SHEET

LAUENSTEIN & LAUENSTEIN

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

First National Bank Building
809 Eastern Boulevard

MARY E. GEPHARDT
Attorney at Law

i Essex, Maryland 21221 809 Eastern Boulevard
Baltimore, Maryland 21221
g NORMAN W. LAUENSTEIN TELEPHONE (301) 687-2299 - : .
: DOUGLAS C. LAUENSTEIN (410) 687-2299 C s ‘ YO,
g MARY E. GEPHARDT TELEFAX ’ S
(410) 687-2616 120 capE MAy KD Cizay

S . A\

June 29, 1991
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April 6, 1992

Mr. J. Robert Haines

Mr. Michael B. Sauer Zoning Commissioner for
Board of Appeals Baltimore County PIeASE PRINT CiEARLY PETITIONER(S) SIGN-IN SHEET
01d Court House 111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204 Towson, Maryland 21204
NAME ADDRESS

Re: Weir, et al. Re: Michael Howard Weir, Sr., et ux, Petitioner i . N

case No. 91-349-SPH and 91-349-SPH Property: 611 Weir Lane Durbere A AWNEL O I S VA VI I N BT SR I

Case No. #91-349-SPH {
Dear Mr. Sauer: —— LI — [ v i s S C
Dear Mr. Haines: | : |
i\ ' i - RS 1 L Jo

Enclosed you will find Stipulation as to Facts and Order for
the matter before the Board on February 4, 1992. I have secured
the signatures of all parties to the matter, including the
protestants present at the hearing.

This 1et§er is.formal notice that Michael Howard Weir, Sr. and
Clara Weir, his wife, are appealing the Finding of Fact and
Conclusion of Law rendered in the above entitled case on June 5,
1991. Attached is my client’s check in the amount of $150.00 to
cover the applicable charges for the appeal.
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If the enclosure meets with the Board’s approval, please
return a True Test Copy of the signed Stipulation and Order to my

office.
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Should you require additional information, please advise.

Should you or the Board require additional information, please Very truly yours,

advise. ; ) .
' RN ¢ ,'___. .VLU'—-L}("\\'
Yours truly, ~ ‘ Y - “ .
' T e Mary E. Gephardt S e
z( j<\ 7 ‘ 2 ) . .
;Lry .\ Gephar - MEG:me
\_/I ")
MEG:mC o Enclosure
T

cc: William T. Hackett, Chairman ity
Board of Appeals ‘L.

Mr. & Mrs. Michael H. Weir
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Dear Sir,

Mv famiiv bought a house from Mr., Weir on what is now calied
Weir Lane over 27 vears ago.

Unfortunately a personal problem necessitared my selling and
moving away a vear ago.

Our two large familices got along very well and were good
neighbors.

Having to move was regretable after our long and good
relationship,

Years ago Mike and his brothers did a grear deal of work
and had a lot of associated activity. The volume of his work
has been very much reduced.

I can’ t imagine what complaint anyone could now have of this

much reduced activity.
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